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Gerald Varner
-iECE 1375 S. Cocalico

, IVE[)oenver, PA 17517

I recently read in BOAT/US REPORTS of the idea to add a ne't"~\
fee to the price of the license for VHF radios. I really ~,

believe that this additional fee would have a negative effec'E
to the safety of boating. With the price of gas at marinas
already out of line, this extra fee for the VHF license would
encourage boaters either to use the radio without a license
or to go without a radio at all. This could become the biggest
problem as far as safety, for we all are aware of what an
essential tool the VHF radio is when boating on large areas
of water.

secretary of the FCC
Office of Managing Director
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St. NW
Washington, DC 20554

Mr./Ms. Secretary:

Nov. 18, 1993

Should this Bxtra fee go into effect, I feel many boaters
would do as I would do: buy a portable VHF and remove the
antenna froD my boat.

With the am~nt of money boaters spend for gas, equipment,
and the legal neccessities, can't we just be left alone?

Truly,
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Michael E Smalter

First, the VHF radio is the first line of emergency
communication for boaters. The increase in user fees will
reduce the number of people who use the VHF radio, at the
risk of their safety.

Dea. !r' SE~C:: I'-e t:.a.I"'·/ ~

Secretary to the FCC
c/o Uffice of the Managing Dlrector
Federal Communications Commisslon
1919 M St. NW, Washington D.C. 20554

Second, I wonder if all users of the air waves are being
taxed (that's really all the fee is) equally. Do you tax
non-marine VHF radio, cellular phones, CD radios, single
side band radios, and ham radios equally on a per minute use
basis? I doubt it. I don't mind paying my fair share, but I
hate it:. when government takes advantage of the supposedly
affluent boating population.

Lastly, since VHF licensing is difficult to enforce, the
increase in fees will increase the number of illegal users.
Whatever budget deficit you are planning on correcting, you
will wind up short due to the people who don't renew their
license. If you have already built attrition in to the fee
increase formula. you are punishlnq honest citizens for your
choice of a licensing system which is unenforceable. and I
question your lntegrity.

I understand that the FCC is discussinq an increase in the
VHF user fee for marine radios. This fee is in addition to
the $35 licensing fee and will effectively double the cost
of using a VHF radio. I question the reasonableness of this
increase for three reasons.
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Secretary of the FCC
c/o Office of the Managing Director
Federal Communicalions Commission
1919 M St. NW
Washington, D. C. 20554

Dear Sir:

f have recently ra'" that the FCC may be proposing that the current $35
fee for marine IicSh8ing be doubled with additional "user fees." I would
like to voice strong opposition to this proposal. The Marine VHF radio is a
vital piece of safety equipment for the recreational boater. If anything
this fee should onty apply to commercial vessels and recreational boaters
should be exempMd to encourage them to equip their vessels as a matter
of safety. Recreational boaters receive no financial reward for use of
their vessel.

In summary, additional fees will either discourage many from equipping
their ves.els .ith this safety equipment or attempt to evade the law.
In either ca$8W8 all lose. If anything the FCC should encourage safe
boatintOy ',Imlnatlng the fee entirely for recreationally registered
vessets. ThanN you for your time, and I ask that you will give serious
consideration to the overall issue of boating satety.

ames WI. JQnes
1255 T.I" f»ine Run
Oviedo,Ft 32765
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7140 Presley Road
Lanham, Maryland 20706

November 17, 1993
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Secretary of the FCC ~ ~
Office of Managing Director ~'b
Federal Communications Commission~

1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I write to express my vehement opposition to the proposed "user fee" for
holders of VHF marine radio licenses. Enough said.

Very truly yours,

~~ \0, F~i~
Louise W. Fawbush
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